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Mr* Ted Gasdolf o 
5tte51st* 

West Sen York* 3*J# 07093 


Dear Ted* 

lour letter dated the 22d was not postmarked until 5 p,a. yesterday* It cam teiay* 

It reminds me either that I had not written about the medical bill ^ incurred 
at the 2TYU iseeting or ay letter has bed no answer# While 1 regard his chargee as 
outrageous# 1 had no choice but to send the doctor a check and ask that ha return it 
if you people paid Mm* has not returned it so X presume you (p*) have not* That 
ma for a mare- 5105 for a relatively short period of ttoa* Since then there has been 
a bill for &16.Q0 for lab work that wasnH even done until after I left KIC* 

The unde rsta^dinr was ttet all ny costa would bo paid because we almply haw 
no income and can t engage in anything that entails costs# Had I not gone there 
would have been no cost because Jay insurance would have covered it# It did cowr 
those extra ^seminations required after I returned and later ^rays and examination# 

(Tlie concern was lung damage* Negative*) 

Xf the doctor has been paid I should get this money back* If he baa not been# 

X do hope I will recover these expenses# 

Your letter of the 22d worries me because It tills me that I foiled mve than 
I thought I would in the speech and because it tells me there is no answer I can give 
yptt that will satisfy you. Yoa have learned nothing from that speech and from the 
things I told you in person or you would not have said and asked what integrity and 
reeponaibility makes impossible* There is no number of repetitions of ftasehood that 
makes tas&th of it* There is no way indecency can become deceilcy*! can and will have 
no public associations with those you have in mind without naiing# Tbor^ 1$ nothing 
in that speech that was not understated* ^hosa named and not named have yet to make 
a single protest to me of unfairness or error nor have X heard of even the pretense 
of refutation at the meeting* " There has been no change from any of these people 
except that scioe have bean bright enough to break' public astiociairJ.au with others and 
some of these have been clewr enough to adopt some of its wisdom insofar as their 
new public positions arc concerned# However, I know of no public act or statement by 
any of them that is not tainted and some of the private on®& are obscene* 

All of you who are of decent motive are like children of yearning. 2 ou see what 
you want, net the reality. X have lived with and in spite of this reality for too 
many painful years to abandon my integrity and the chance of accomplishment in a way 
that after that speech would also be dishonorable and disreputable* I told the truth* 
if less than I should have# and I'm sot living other than by my own standards* 

^his# of course, leads to the Church ootoittes* If they want to hoar from me - 
and they do not - I’ll testify te whatever I can testify to. If others want to testify 
about what they really don # t know ary thing about# that is their affair# But X strongly 
encourage you to await the potential of the Rockefeller Report, @f which I earned you 
long ago* I feel X con predict some of its content with fair certainty and that you 
are asking ma to become part of a s^oqdlar sefl-dastructioii by asking me to publicly 
associate myself with this utter n o ns en se of the same celf-sorvers, ccm^ercialteexs 
and plain nuts# This is unthinking# insane# really* 

^ou appear not to be aware that the man you denounced# Buiko Siarshail# is an 
adviser to the Senator and com ittee to which you denounced him# You also are obviously 
unaware of some of the staffing and those pasts and records and complications# JJot it 
happens that one of the members of that committee knows me and my *mrk well# Wc have 
not seen much of each other in recant years but we have teen good friends* *4 also happens 
that another coanitee where I an know apete to one of the staff and anted me to get 
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izt touch. Tbs man in charge of this area of the vork is against it, as 1 knew he’d 
have to be. 

If this eo®.uttes were to devote itself intensively to its major responsibilities, 
of which this is not really one, it could hardlj begin to do the also important joh 
that it should do and no other committee is likely to. Therefore, any intrusion into 
its major respcnaibdlitiaa, the illegal and improper acts of the CIA, YSt, etc., 
diminishes by that much what it can do. Its record to date is entirely unisrareasive. 

I Will not succeed but I discourage you from diminishing this further with efforts 
that 1 or poll ical reasons toe con .it is o does not dare reject but exactly those about 
which it has already said it will do nothing. 

Almost non*: of you people know how these committees work, how the minorities can 
Bteiaterprot when it servos political purposes and the other inherent dangers* They 
are supposed to restrict themselves to what is relevant. Tfeorefore, the enormous end 
valuable work you have done In cdUecfcins all those tapes is to thorn remote hearsay 
and a waste of their time. Moreover, they tan use it to claim thatte when they heard 
witnesses those witnesses had no solid material of e y idatyfciy r value to provide. If 
there are those who do testify accurately las lane Can 1 1, for example) to the 
known fact, tha immediate answer of the unwilling is that it was all into 

long ago and found to be unpermissive or wrong. Share is no means of answering this 

of' thing* 

A Simplier way of looking at it la would you like them to da as mmh s possible 
about exposing taw wrcrngB of tha CIA, FBI and others? you do, leave t bam alone* 

It than- want tsotiiBany say assaeaiuatlgii, they do not have to told wher& they 
can get it* apy co^ r ittee ia willing Q^iough to tste the initiative on a flatter 

that at best in as politically coafewcrsial as this, it fco court dio&st-sr to 
sock to push it* I htiva lived through too much at till" and I have seen the kickbacks* 
A^oroovor f If you to tliliik of $he tbAnga I said Ir* 3F€rw York and e&n co 2 i 3 to r&sllzo 
bm far short of full exposure tfcsjjr you can also got an idea of what mil be 

tzd about those characters that will set us X^iok arid the honest and dectmt* 

Especially t*hen there are the fers^iall a on the inside with thoir om paste* 

fhero arc other -*ays and insofar X can I use those other ways* Feoulc fV m 
6°ngros^ havs had ra in at tlifcir -r^usat* not Mine. Eauy also co m- hi re and spent 
hours rfi uh what can count f solid svidonce* Isoi talk or what sjost Is, plain crap* X aja 
in court* and that holds moj^ immediate proidtsc* 

The cuntmt OS&e^ piece* by the '%a& f is a ccneequenceof rsy press conference* They 
had a reporter there ana he got in touch with me* after which we had long talks and 
several from there have been np* 

Please com© to understand that all this public attention to what for the most 
is irrational puts committed lik© Church^ on spot. To date all their record 
says they aro not serious about this* Until: there is ranglblc evidence to the co^xrsrv 
X havo no rsas m to feeliev? especially- with my own effi^otuoa being ~ ' 

what they are* Howevor* X woul£ welcome anything you gets that says the opposite* 
Perhaps when and if Church writes that let-tar can have meaning new not apparent# 

I ve tak^n this time be^a^e there is no doubt of your sincerity not boca&se 
X think you* II like what X'vfe said or willk heed it* 

-rssrfoOfftion is not a state of man* tfe can't any of us alxayc be cospietely ac- 
curate no matter how hard we try* Bat ple&3© don*t eiuect me to associate myself 
aad^thc kind of work I 1 ™ done with those whores arA jalaps you have in mi nd* You 
uon t know anyone who is jrahlicly known as a barren Report critics except %lvla 
whoso worh 2.3 substantial .■ aitu you don't even know who axiong thooe who got the attention 
did what part if a^y in nm* cases of fcia wt work. This is not cs&teoisni of you. Your 
cRan work £nd experience art? not of th© kind that would let you know* Ploase believe t 


